1. Neighborhood L andmark Development Plan Proposal No. 2001NL -003U-05
Staff recommends conditional approval.

Thisrequest is for final development plan gpprova for the Neighborhood
Landmark located on the east Side of Chapel Avenue and the west side of Scott
Avenue, to permit the former Chape Avenue Church of Chrigt to be used asa
17, 521 square foot, K-8 school for East Academy, including a 2,100 square foot
addition. The gpplicant is dso requesting approva to alow future ancillary uses
like a church or day care. These secondary uses would utilize the building after
school and on weekends. This plan aso converts a portion of the existing
driveway area next to the building into a playground for the school. In addition,
the plan provides 37 parking spaces and additiona landscaping in the existing
parking area. Staff recommends conditional gpproval provided Public Works and
Water Services approve the plan, prior to the Planning Commission mesting.

Sgnage
This plan proposes to use the existing Sign & the Chape Avenue entrance. The
sgn will beilluminated with two ground-mounted uplights. The Sgn will be
redesigned to read asfollows:.

EAST ACADEMY

108 CHAPEL AVENUE

Development Schedule

The proposed development schedule is that the school will be completed in two
phases. Phase 1 will consist of interior work on 10,129 square feet, including five
classrooms for 90 students and 11 staff members. Phase 2 will consst of interior
work on 5,292 square feet of the existing building and 2,100 square feet of new
condruction for avestibule at the rear of the building. All work will be

completed 120 to 180 days from the day the first permit isissued from the Codes
Department for each phase. The addition will require plans be submitted to the
Panning Department staff for adminidtrative approva by the Executive Director

of the Planning Department, prior to the issuance of any permits for the addition,
including an architecturd rendering.

Access

This plan proposes to use existing driveway access points on Chape Avenue and
Scott Street, where traffic for the school will enter on Scott Street and exit on
Chapd Avenue. The southernmost entrance on Chapel Avenue will be gated at
drop-off and pick-up hours for the school so asto alow for adequate stacking for
carsdropping off kids. Large buseswill not be used. However, smadl vans may
be used to drop-off and pick-up sudents. Staff is recommending conditiond
goprova of this plan with this gate.



2. Zone Change Proposal 20017-018G-13
Staff recommends approval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact sudy required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? Y es, and one was submitted.

This item was deferred at the June 27, 2001 Planning Commission meeting to work out
issues with the street connection to the existing South Shore PUD. Thisrequest isto
change 35 acres at 3731 Hamilton Church Road from AR2a (agriculturd) to RS10
(angle-family) didrict. The exising AR2adidrict isintended for sngle-family homes,
duplexes, and mobile homes at 1 unit per 2 acres of land. The proposed RS10 didtrict is
intended for sngle-family homes at up to 3.7 units per acre. With RS10 zoning, up to
130 sngle-family homes could be congtructed on this property.

Staff recommends approval of the proposed RS10 zoning. It is consistent with the
Subarea 13 Plan’s Residentia Low Medium (RLM) policy cdling for 2 to 4 dwelling
units per acre.

Traffic

A traffic impact study was prepared and approved by the Traffic Engineer. The study
andyzed the impact angle-family development will have on Hamilton Church Road,
Hobson Pike, and LaVergne Couchville Pike, three substandard collector streets. That
study indicated that the future improvements aready dated for the first phase of the
South Shore PUD (adjacent to this property) will be sufficient to accommodate this
proposed RS10 zoning (as noted below). To further reduce congestion on Hamilton
Church Road, this development will provide an internd street connection to the South
Shore PUD. The PUD owner has agreed to that connection and will be submitting a
revised plan for the Planning Commission’s consideration on August 2, 2001.

The Planning Commission gpproved arevised preliminary PUD plan for South Shore on
Februay 17, 2000 with the following off-gte road improvements at various phases.
northbound Ieft-turn lane from Hobson Pike onto Hamilton Church Road;
southbound Ieft-turn lane from Hobson Pike onto Hamilton Church Road;
eastbound left-turn lane on Hamilton Church Road onto Hobson Pike;
westbound right-turn lane from Hamilton Church Road onto Murfreesboro Pike;
dedication of right-of-way aong the frontage of Hamilton Church Road to allow for the
future widening of the road to collector standards.

Schools

A dngle-family development at RS10 dengity will generate approximatdy 32 students
(14 dementary, 10 middle, and 8 high school). Thereis sufficient capacity at Mountain
View Elementary and Kennedy Middle School, and insufficient capacity at Antioch High
School. Presently, Antioch High School is an impacted school. The school’ s capacity is
for 2000 students and current enrollment is 2015 students, exceeding capacity by .01%.
Asmore residentia rezonings occur in this area, necessary improvements should be
programmed into the Capital Improvements Budget.



3. Zone Change Proposal 2001Z7-048U-12

4. PUD Proposal No. 2001P-006U-12 Brentwood Station Storage
Staff recommends approval of the zone change and conditional approval of the
PUD plan.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.
Traffic impact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighborhoods? Y es, and one was submitted.

This zoning request is twaofold:
to rezone 1.10 acres from OL (office-limited) to OG (office-generd) digtrict
property at Church Street East (unnumbered), north of the Williamson County
line
to apply a PUD to permit a 4-gory mini-storage fecility (44 feet tal)
containing 98,000 square feet .

The exiging OL digtrict is intended for moderately intense office devel opments,
including banks, medical office, sdes/leasing offices, and automobile parking.
The proposed OG district is intended for moderately-high intengty office
development served by an arterid street with mass transportation service,
including generd office, banks, sales/leasing offices, and automobile parking.

The gpplicant is proposing to rezone parce 31 so the floor area permitted by the
OG zoning can be trandferred to parcels 29 and 30. The CSdidtrict permits
mini-storage, whereas, the OL and OG didtricts do not permit it. The dendity
trandfer, using a unified plat of subdivison, enables the applicant to congtruct a
larger mini-storage facility. A unified plat of subdivision is permitted inaPUD
per Section 17.40.170.C of the Zoning Ordinance.

History

The OL zoning was gpproved on this property in January 1998 with the county
wide zoning map update. Prior to 1998, this property was zoned OG (office-
generd), however, OG only permitted a 0.50 floor-area-ratio (FAR) at that time.
Today, it dlowsa 1.5 FAR.

Zoning Analysis

Parcd 31 isbisected at its midpoint by two different policies within the Subarea
12 Fan: the Office Concentration (OC) policy and the Residentid Medium High
(RMH) policy (see sketch). The OC policy isintended for moderately intense
office development. While that policy has been applied to this stretch of Church
Street Eadt, the depth of the parcels dong the street and the existing CS zoning
make implementation of the OC palicy unlikely. Therefore, the proposed mini-
storage warehouse is cons stent with the existing CS zoning pattern. The OG
digtrict is consstent with the intent of higher intengity office uses. Although the
northern portion of parcel 31 has RMH palicy, caling for 9 to 20 dwdling units
per acre, it is not developable given itswidth. The proposed PUD plan designates
the northern portion as permanent open space.



PUD Analysis

The PUD is proposed with one access point from Church Street Eadt, including a
required left-turn lane into the site from Church Street East. The PUD plan uses
the unified plat of subdivision to alow more floor area than would otherwise be
permitted to construct acommercid use. By using the unified plat of subdivison,
the gpplicant will redistribute the floor area permitted within the PUD. The floor
area permitted by the proposed OG zoning will be transferred to parcels 29 and
30, both of which are zoned CS didtrict.

Staff recommends approva of the OG zoning since the proposed structure fals
within the Subarea 12 Plan’ s Office-Concentration (OC) policy, the exigting
zoning pattern is committed to the CS didtrict, and this portion of Church Street
Eadt is currently a stable commercid area. Staff recommends conditiond

approval of the PUD provided Public Works and the Traffic Engineer approve the
plans prior to the Planning Commission mesting.



5. Zone Change Proposal 20017-062G-03

6. PUD Proposal No. 57-86-P-03 Whites Creek Commercial Center
Staff recommends approval of the zone change and conditional approval of the
PUD.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Traffic impact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighborhoods? No.

Thisrequest isto change 10.25 acres from CL (commercid-limited) to CS
(commercid services) digtrict property at 4108 Blevins Road. Thereisdso a
request to cancel an undeveloped Commercial PUD on this property. The PUD
was gpproved in 1986 for a 64,800 square foot hotel, a 7,200 square foot
restaurant, and a 2,400 square foot convenience market. The existing CL digtrict
isintended for retail, consumer service, banks, restaurants, and office uses. The
CSdidrict isintended for awide range of commercia service related uses
including retall, restaurant, banks, offices, self-gorage, light manufacturing, and
auto saes. The applicant wants to do an auto saelots (wholesale market), ause
permitted in the CS didtrict, but not the CL digtrict.

Staff recommends approval since the Subarea 3 Plan’s Commercid Mixed
Concentration (CMC) policy supports CS zoning. CMC isapalicy category that
accommodates major concentrations of mixed commercia development providing
both consumer goods and services, and employment. This property’s location at
the I-24/0Id Hickory Boulevard interchange is congstent with the need for good
access bility for CMC policy aress.

Traffic
The Metro Traffic Engineer has indicated that atraffic impact sudy may be
required at the building permit stage once the use and its Size are known.



7. Zone Change Proposal 2001Z-063U-05
Staff recommends disapproval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? Y es, however, a subarea plan amendment
was prepared by gaff in 1997 in conjunction with asimilar request for CS zoning.
Since the development conditions have not changed in the intervening 4 years, Saff
determined another plan amendment was not required. It was disgpproved by the
Commission previoudy.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on near by inter sections
and neighborhoods? No.

Thisregquest isto change .44 acres at 3913 Gdlatin Pike, north of Oak Street, from OR20
(office and multi-family resdentid) to CS (commercid service) didrict. The exising OR20
didrict isintended for office and sngle-family, duplex, and/or multi-family usesat up to 20
dwelling units per acre. The proposed CS didtrict isintended for awide range of commercia
service rdated uses including retail, restaurants, banks, offices, self-storage, light
manufacturing, and auto sdles. The Inglewood Baptist Church ownsthis property and is
seeking to rezoneit. Thisisthe church’s second attempt to rezone this property in the past
two years. The previous attempt in July 1999 (99Z-098U) was disapproved as contrary to the
Generd Plan by the Planning Commission. The church had rented the property to atenant
who was operating an illega fleamarket. That tenant was cited by the Codes Department. A
council bill was not filed, and therefore, the CS zoning was never gpproved by Council.

Staff recommends disapproval of the proposed CS zoning as contrary to the Genera Plan.
The existing OR20 zoning is congstent with the Subarea 5 Plan. There are ample
opportunities for commercid uses dsawhere dong Gallatin Pike. This property is Stuated
within the Subarea 5 Plan’s Commercia Arterid Existing (CAE) policy. The subareaplan
cdlsfor grictly office zoning aong this sretch to retain and reuse the older homes dong this
gretch. The opposte side of Gdlatin Pike isintended to have a mixture of commercid,
retail, and office uses since there are no structures to preserve.

Over the past four years, there have been severa attempts to rezone from OR20 to CS district
properties between Mclver Street and Gillock Street along the western margin of Gdlatin
Pike. These rezonings have al been disgpproved by the Planning Commission as contrary to
the Generd Plan. The first was for a Sonic restaurant on parcels 56-60 to the north (97Z-
070U). A subarea plan amendment was done in conjunction with thet rezoning. The
Commission affirmed the existing paolicy to retain office zoning for thisarea. The Sonic

found underutilized commercia property across the street and constructed a restaurant on
property aready zoned CL. The second request was to rezone the same piece of property as
is currently requested in 1999 (99Z-098U). Another request was for parcel 310 at the corner
of Oak Street and Galatin Pike (2000Z-027U). This property was aso owned by the church.
While the Commission recommended disapproval as contrary to the Generd Plan, the Metro
Council approved the rezoning.

Traffic
The traffic engineer has indicated that Gdlatin Pike can sufficiently handle traffic generated
by the proposed CS zoning on this property.



8. Zone Change Proposal 20017-064U-13
Staff recommends approval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No.

Thisrequest isto change 1 acre at 2565 Couchville Pike, east of Reynolds Road,
from R20 (residentid) to IWD (industrid warehousing distribution) district. The
exiging R20 didrict isintended for resdentid, sngle-family and duplex at

1.85 dwedling units per acre. The proposed IWD didtrict isintended for light and
medium manufacturing, warehousing, and digtribution.

Staff recommends gpprova of the IWD zoning. It is consstent with the Subarea

13 Pan’'sindugtrid (IND) policy and the emerging zoning pattern. Parcels 139,

146, 147, and part of 346 (99Z-154U) and parcel 140 (2001Z-055U-13) were also
goproved for IWD zoning by the Planning Commission.

Traffic

Couchville Pike and Reynolds Road are both substandard collector roads. This
property at 2565 Couchville Pike will be consolidated into alarger tract proposed
asthe new Airpark East indudtrid park. The prdiminary plat for the industrid
park was conditiondly approved by the Planning Commission on June 27, 2001
(2001S-154U-13). The conditions placed on the plat address improving
Couchville Pike and Reynolds Road to collector street stlandards.



9. Zone Change Proposal 20017-065U-13

10. PUD Proposal No. 14-85-P-13 K-Mart Shopping Center (Gold’'s Gym)
Staff recommends approval of the zone change and conditional approval of the
PUD.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Traffic impact study required to analyze project impacts on nearby
inter sections and neighborhoods? Y es, and one was submitted.

This zoning request is twaofold:
to change 5.09 acres from AR2a (agricultural) to SCC (shopping center
community) digtrict property a Edge- O-Lake Drive (unnumbered); and,
to amend the Commercial PUD to permit a 21,000 square foot retail building
and a 27,840 square foot Gold's Gym for atotal of 48,840 squarefeet in lieu
of a44,000 square foot retail building. ThisPUD dsoincludesaK-Mart
across Edge- O-Lake Drive.

The exising AR2a didrict isintended for sngle-family homes, duplexes, and
mobile homes a 1 unit per 2 acres of land. The SCC didtrict isintended for
moderatdly intense retail, office, and consumer service uses, including persond
care sarvice for aGold's Gym. The applicant is proposing to rezone the property
sncethe origind PUD was not gpproved for acommercia gym on the property.
The Zoning Ordinance requires that the PUD plan specificaly permit the
proposed use or the base zoning permit it. Since neither dlow for acommercid
gym, the applicant is proposing the SCC zoning and PUD amendment.

Staff recommends gpprova of the zone change and conditiona approvd of the
PUD amendment. The SCC zoning is consstent with the Subarea 13 Plan’s
Retail Concentration Community (RCC) policy. That policy cdlsfor large
shopping centers that serve awide market area. The zone change aso makes the
zoning conggtent with the gpproved usesin this PUD.

Traffic

Thiscommercid PUD has access from Edge-O-Lake Drive, an improved
collector road with a center turning lane. The Edge-O-Lake Drive/Murfreesboro
Pike intersection is Sgnalized and has designated lanes for |eft-turns, right-turns,
and thru traffic. The gpplicant completed an intersection Sgna analysisto
determine whether the existing Sgnd should be modified to include aleft-turn
arrow. That andyssindicated the arrow was not needed at thistime. The Metro
Traffic Engineer has requested the project be conditioned to provide an updated
ggnd andysis after the gym opens, and to require amodified sgnd when traffic
counts warrant.



11. Zone Change Proposal 2001Z-067U-08
Staff recommends disapproval as contrary to the General Plan.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No. The Subarea 8 Plan update is
currently underway. Staff and Subarea 8 citizens will assess this request as
part of the update process.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighborhoods? No

Thisrequest isto change .59 acres from R6 to RM60 didtrict properties at

2005 Jo Johnston Avenue, and 517, 521, and 525 20th Avenue North, abutting the west margin
of 20th Avenue North and the south margin of Jo Johnston Avenue. The exising R6 digtrict is
intended for sngle and two-family homes a a dengity of 6.17 dwelling units per acre. The
proposed RM60 didtrict is intended for multi-family dwellings at 60 units per acre. Thisdidtrict
istypicaly characterized by mid and high-rise structures and structured parking.

The applicant is requesting this zone change to accommodate the development of a 4-story
gpartment building that contains 36 total units. The RM60 digtrict would alow 35 totd unitson
this .59 acre property. The Planning Commission has not previoudy recommended gpprova of
azone change from R6 to RM60 in thisarea.

Staff recommends disgpprova as contrary to the Generd Plan since the RM6E0 didtrict is
incongstent with the Subarea 8 Plan’ s Residentiad Medium (RM) policy cdling for 4to 9
resdentid units per acre. The policy for this area recommends that the single-family land use
element be strengthened through new congtruction on vacant lots. The policy further states that
new houses constructed here should be in keegping with the neighborhood character while
providing for arange of choices toward the higher end of the market and that residentia
dengities should be limited to the lower end of the range.

The Subarea 8 Plan is currently being updated. The updated plan for Subarea 8 will be prepared
under a new subarea planning gpproach in which the Land Use Policy Plan in the current plan
will be replaced by atwo-tiered plan for future land use. The new plan will have a“ Structure
Pan” that uses the neighborhood as the basic planning unit. Detailed Neighborhood Design
Panswill be prepared and utilized for each individua neighborhood based on the Structure
Fan. Although itisill early in the updating process for this particular nelghborhood, the staff
believes that RM20 didtrict (medium high density resdentia, intended for multi-family

dwellings a 20 units per acre) is atrend hagppening in this area and would be a more acceptable
digrict for this property. The Planning Commission has previoudy supported RM20 requestsin
this area to encourage and support reinvestment efforts. The RM60 district will dlow densties
too great and buildings too tal for this neighborhood even &fter the update of Subarea8 Plan is
complete.

Schools

A multi-family development at RM60 dengity will generate approximatdly 8 students (3
elementary, 2 middle, and 2 high school). Head Middle School would be impacted by the
proposed development of thissite. The current enrollment is 712 students, while the capacity is
only 675 students. Asmore residentia development occursin this area, necessary
improvements should be programmed into the Capitd Improvements Budget.



12. Zone Change Proposal 20017-068U-10
Staff recommends approval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on nearby
inter sections and neighborhoods? No

Thisrequest isto change 1.4 acres from IR to CF didtrict properties at 27th
Avenue (unnumbered), abutting the east margin of 27th Avenue North and the
south sde of the CSX Railroad tracks. The exiging IR didtrict isintended for a
wide range of light and medium manufacturing, warehousing, and didtribution
uses at moderate intensties within enclosed structures. The proposed CF didtrict
isintended for amixture of parking, restaurant, retail, office, and resdentia for
the central business digtrict.

The gpplicant is requesting this zone change in order to facilitate an exchange of
property with his neighbor who is currently zoned CF (parcels 302). The applicant
would like to use the land conveyed in the swap to build an addition of 6,000 to
8,000 square feet onto an existing 23,000 square foot warehouse. The Planning
Commission previoudy gpproved a zone change from IR and MRO to CF for
parcel 408 on December 12, 1996 (96Z-127U).

Staff recommends approva since the CF didtrict is consistent with the Subarea 10
Pan’s Mixed-Use (MU) Policy. That policy encourages a continued compact
development form versus sprawl into surrounding aress. It also recommends that
development densities be permitted to increase from what presently ranges from
3.00to 5.00infloor arearatio. The gpplicant is seeking a zone change to CF
district because it will alow an expansion beyond 25,000 square feet. This
change will benefit athriving busnessin thisarea



13. Zone Change Proposal No. 20017-070G-06
Staff recommends approval.

Subar ea Plan Amendment required? No.

Traffic impact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No.

Thisrequest isto change 6.86 acres a Charlotte Pike (unnumbered) east of
Huntwick Trail near the intersection of Highway 70 from R40 (resdentid) to
AR2a (agriculturd). The exigting R40 zoning is intended for single-family and
duplex resdentid a 1 dwelling unit per acre. The proposed AR2adidtrict is
intended for angle-family homes, duplexes, and mobile homesat 1 unit per 2
acres of land. The applicant is requesting this downzoning to place awholesde
nursery, Calloway’s, on the property. Ms. Cdloway isrelocating her nursery
from the Old Harding Pike/Bellevue Road intersection to this location. The
Zoning Adminigtrator has indicated a wholesdle nursery is a permitted use in the
AR2adidrict.

Staff recommends approva of the AR2a zoning. It is congstent with the Subarea
6 Plan’s Natura Conservation (NC) policy. That policy cdlsfor protecting
steeply doped properties and areas containing floodplain. This property has
dopes of gpproximately 30%, which the AR2a zoning will serve to protect.
While g&ff typicaly does not favor rezoning one parce when the surrounding
area has an established zoning pattern, asit doesin this case (R40), we think the
AR2a zoning is moving closer to the intent of the NC policy.

Traffic
The traffic engineer has indicated that Charlotte Pike and Highway 70 S can
currently accommodate the traffic generated by the proposed AR2a zoning.

Schools
Rezoning this property back to AR2awill not change or creste any additiona
sudents for schoolsin the Bdlevue area.



14.

Zone Change Proposal No. 2001Z7-073U-05
Staff recommends approval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Traffic impact study required to analyze project impacts on near by

inter sections and neighborhoods? No, the proposed overlay district preserves the existing
church. Traffic generated by any future use will be analyzed with the actual neighborhood
landmark development plan. That plan will be submitted once the overlay district is

gpproved by Council.

This request is to apply the Neighborhood Landmark Overlay District (NLOD) on 0.58 acres of
property located at 819 and 901 Russell Street, the former Russell Street Church of Christ. This
church is located within the R8 district just south of Woodland Street. It is a Romanesgue
Reviva style church structure built in 1905. The church is not listed individualy on the National
Register of Historic Places, however, it is a contributing structure located within the Edgefield
Historic Preservation Overlay District and the Edgefield Historic Zoning District.

The NLOD was created to alow for the adaptive reuse of neighborhood features such as this
church, not necessarily for historic structures only. The applicant, March Egerton, recently
purchased the property from the Trustees of the Russell Street Church of Christ. He has not yet
identified a specific use of the property. Applying the NLOD will enable him to market the
property and create a development plan in kegping with this established residential neighborhood.

Creating the Neighborhood Landmark District is the first step in atwo step process. After the
NLOD district has been approved by Council, a Neighborhood Landmark Development plan
must be approved by the Planning Commission. A public hearing will be held on the
development plan aswell. The development site plan will address site design, specific uses,
building, scae, landscaping, massing issues, parking lot access, and lighting. At the NLOD
stage, the gpplication is reviewed againgt the following criteria outlined in the Zoning Ordinance:

The feature is a critical component of the neighborhood context and structure;
Retention of the feature is necessary to preserve and enhance the character of the
nei ghborhood;

The only reason to consider the application of the Neighborhood Landmark district is
to protect and preserve the identified feature;

There is acknowledgement on the part of the property owner that absent the retention
of the feature, the base zoning digtrict is proper and appropriate and destruction or
removal of the feature is justification for and will remove the Neighborhood
Landmark overlay designation and return the district to the base zoning digtrict prior
to the application of the district;

It isin the community’s and neighborhood' s best interest to allow the consideration
of an appropriate Neighborhood Landmark Development Plan as a means of
preserving the designated feature.

Staff recommends approva of applying the NLOD to this property. The church isamassive
structure anchoring this neighborhood. It aso represents the historical pattern of development of
neighborhood churches. The East Nashville area had many such churches, and few remain today.
Many were razed during the urban renewal efforts of the 1950's and with the construction of the
interstate system in the 1960's. The structure was heavily damaged during the 1998 tornado that
went through East Nashville. The Historic Commission will have to review and make a
recommendation on any proposed changes to this structure at the final development plan stage,
while ReDiscover East will work with the Planning Department staff and the neighbors living
nearby.



15. Zone Change Proposal No. 20017-074G-02
Staff recommends disapproval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact sudy required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No.

Thisrequest isto rezone 1.38 acres at 109 Northside Drive, east of Galatin Pike
from R20 (residential) to OL (office) digrict. The existing R20 didrrict is
intended for residentia, single-family and duplex at 1.85 dwelling units per acre.
The proposed OL didtrict isintended for genera office, medicd office, and

parking.

Staff recommends disgpprovd of this rezoning since it represents the
encroachment of non-residentia usesinto an established neighborhood. Most of
this property falswithin the Subarea 2 Plan’s Retail Concentration Super
Community (RCS) policy. The RCS palicy calsfor large concentrations of
commercid, retall, restaurant, and services uses around the Rivergate Mdl and
Gdlatin Pke. Theintent of that policy was, however, for the orientation of
commercia usesto Gdlatin Pike. Over the years, there has been considerable
pressure for commercia zoning to encroach into this neighborhood, first with
office zoning, and then commercia zoning.

The RCS policy was gpplied to this property in recognition of the commercia
depth of other properties dong Gallatin Pike (see sketch). If this property were
consolidated with parcels 17 and/or 18 dong Gallatin Pike, staff would support
rezoning it for commercia use provided dl access was from Gdlain Pike. The
Northsde Commons Commercia PUD (130-85-P) was approved in 1985 with its
primary access on Gallatin Pike. Thereis a secondary access point on Northsde
Drive across from the parcel 17, which is zoned for commercid. Currently,
rezoning this property for office use would require its access to be exclusvdy
from Northsde Drive, aresdentia street. If this property were to be rezoned,
daff anticipates smilarly stuated properties in this neighborhood to seek the
same congderation. This caseis considered precedent setting.



16. Zone Change Proposal No. 2001Z-075G-12
Staff recommends conditional approval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on nearby
inter sections and neighborhoods? No, please see Traffic note.

This request isto change from AR2ato RS15 digtrict property at 5704 Cane
Ridge Road on the east Sde of Cane Ridge Road south of Old Franklin Road.
The current AR2a didrict requires aminimum lot Sze of 2 acres and is intended
for usesthat generdly occur in rurd areas, induding sngle-family dwellings and
mobile homes. The requested RS15 didtrict isintended for low-medium dendity
resdentid sngle-family homes at a density of 2.47 dwelling units per acre.

Staff recommends conditiond gpprova since the gpplication coincides with the
Resdentid Medium Densgity (RM) Policy within the Subarea 12 Plan. RM policy
isintended for new resdentia developments that are within a dengity range of 4
to 9 units per acre.

Traffic

In 1996, an dternatives analysis was conducted for the Southeast Arteridl.
Through the andys's a preferred dternative dignment was chosen, and that
alignment is proposed to cross acorner of thisste.  If the dignment of the
planned Southeast Arterid remains unchanged on the Mgor Street Plan when the
plan update is concluded toward the end of this year, the subdivision design for
this parce will need to “reserve’ a corridor for the future southeast arterid.

Schools

A dngle-family development at RS15 densty will generate gpproximeately 16
sudents (7 eementary, 5 middle, and 4 high schoal). While Maxwell Elementary
and Antioch Middle schools may not be impacted by the development of this
property under the proposed zoning, Antioch High School will be impacted. The
school’ s capacity is 2,000 students while the current enrollment is 2,015 students,
thus exceeding capacity by .01%. Asmore resdentid rezonings occur in this
area, necessary improvements should be programmed into the Capita
Improvements Budget.



17. Zone Change Proposal No. 2001Z7-076U-12
Staff recommends conditional approval.

Subar ea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on nearby
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No.

This request is to change 5.56 acres from R15 and R10 (resdentid) to CL
(commercid) digtrict at 5511 and 5519 Edmondson Pike. The existing R15 and
R10 digtricts areaintended for resdentid, single-family and duplex at 2.47 and
3.7 dwelling units per acre, repectively. The proposed CL zoning isintended for
retail, consumer service, banks, restaurants, and office uses.

This property fdlswithin the Subarea 12 Plan’s Residentiad Medium (RM) palicy.
That policy calsfor resdentid uses between 4 to 9 dwelling units per acre.
Although this property technicdly fdlswithin RM palicy, the rezoning of

parcel 31 to the north by Metro Council established a precedent (992-125U12;
Counall Bill BL99-46). The Commission recommended disapprova of the OL
zoning Since it extended non-residentid zoning further north ong Edmondson
Pike, away from the Old Hickory Boulevard/Edmondson Pike intersection. The
Metro Council’ s action thus created the situation where parcels 31.01 and 118 are
sandwiched between commercid zoning to the south and north.

In September 2000, a request to rezone this same property was considered by the
Panning Commission (2000Z-114U-12). The applicant requested CS zoning.
Recognizing the Metro Council action on parce 31, the Commission
recommended disapprova of the CS zoning, but suggested CL or SCC zoning. A
council bill was never introduced for this rezoning request.

Staff recommends conditional approval of this request for CL zoning subject to a
continuous center turn lane (see Traffic below). This new gpplicationis
conggtent with the Commission’s previous recommendation, and the Metro
Council action to extend commercid zoning dightly north of Nippers Corner.

Traffic

The Metro Traffic Engineer has indicated a continuous center turning laneis
needed between Old Hickory Boulevard and the new Crieve Hdl Library. Metro
Public Worksis to begin congtruction on a portion of thisturn lane in front of the
new library and medica office building shortly. The Metro Traffic Engineer
recommends this rezoning be conditioned upon any future developer of these
properties extending that center turn lane from parcd 31 south. The exact length
of theturn lane will be determined in the future.



18. Zone Change Proposal 2001Z-079U-07
19. PUD Proposal No. 143-74-U-07 Richland Creek Apartments
Staff recommends approval of the zone change and conditional approval of the PUD.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No.

This zoning request is twofold:
to change 1.10 acres from R6 (residential) to RM20 (multi-family residential) and,
to amend the Residential PUD for Richland Creek Apartments by adding
1.10 acres and 38 multi-family units to the existing residentid multi-family complex
containing 135 units for atotal of 173 multi-family units.

The exigting R6 didtrict is intended for residentid, single-family and duplexes at 6.17
dwelling units per acre. The proposed RM20 is intended for residentia, multi-family at
20 dwdling units per acre. The applicant is proposing to rezone the property and amend
the PUD to alow more apartments in the existing Richland Creek Apartment complex
located on parcel 82. The properties proposed for rezoning are vacant and parcel 79 is
landlocked with no public street frontage.

Staff recommends approval of the zone change and conditional approva of the PUD
amendment provided Public Works approves the plans prior to the Planning Commission
meseting. The RM20 zoning is consstent with the Subarea 7 Plan’s Commercia Mixed
Concentration (CMC) policy. That policy encourages a mixture of commercia, office,
retail, restaurants, and higher density residential uses. The boundary for the CMC policy
is Burgess Avenue. South of Burgess Avenue lies a Resdential Medium (RM) policy
caling for 4 to 9 dwelling units per acre.

The 38 additional units will be constructed on a portion of parcel 82 now used for visitor
parking and on parcels 79 and 80. Currently, all access to this apartment complex comes
from one entrance on Burgess Avenue. The applicant originally proposed a second
project entrance on Orlando Avenue, but will now make the Orlando Avenue access for
emergency purposes only. This access is conditioned to have emergency crash gates with
landscaping. Thiswill diminate auto headlights beaming directly into existing homes
along Orlando Avenue at night. The applicant has also agreed to provide a conservation
easement along the eastern boundary of the PUD for a future greenway trail.

Traffic

The Metro Traffic Engineer has indicated that 38 additional units will not creste
significant traffic impacts and will not generate enough traffic (300+ trips per day) to
warrant a traffic impact study (T1S). The traffic engineer indicates that Burgess Avenue
and Orlando Avenue can handle the additional traffic.

Schools

The 38 unit multi-family addition to this PUD could generate approximately 5 students (2
elementary, 2 middle, and 1 high school). Thereis currently excess capacity at Charlotte
Park Elementary, J. T. Moore Middle School, Hillwood High School to accommodate
new development in thisarea. The School Board has indicated that this site would aso
attend Head Middle School. Head Middle Schoal is over capacity.



20. Zone Change Proposal No. 2001Z-080G-06
Staff recommends conditional approval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No, the Metro Traffic Engineer has
accepted a letter from the applicant agreeing to congtruction of no more
than 94 sngle-family lots

This request isto change 89 acres from AR2a (agricultura), R40 and R$40
(resdentid) to RS20 (resdentid) at 7401 Highway 100. The existing AR2a
didrict isintended for sngle-family homes, duplexes, and mobile homesat 1 unit
per 2 acres of land. The exiging R40 is intended for residentia single-family and
duplexes a 1 dwdling unit per acre while the RS0 isfor angle-family homes
only a 1 dweling unit per acre. The proposed RS20 district is intended for
gngle-family homes a 1.85 dwdlling units per acre. This property is located
adjacent to Edwin Warner Park on Highway 100.

Staff recommends conditiona gpprova with amaximum of 94 sngle-family lots,
and anew traffic Sgna and left-turn lane into the project entrance a Highway
100. These conditions of gpprova have been made by the Metro Traffic Engineer
and agreed to by the gpplicant in writing. The proposed RS20 zoning is
congstent with the Subarea 6 Plan’ s Natura Conservation (NC) policy. NC
policy was applied to mostly undeveloped areas with the widespread presence of
steeply doping terrain, unstable soils, and floodplains. NC policy isintended for
low-density residentid development a 2-4 dwelling units per acre. Given this
property’ s proximity to Edwin Warner Park and the Harpeth River floodway
(approximately 53%) and floodplain (gpproximately 63%), the future subdivison
plat should be designed so as to ensure compatibility with these naturd features.

Schools

The 94 single-family lots could generate gpproximately 19 students

(8 dementary, 6 middle, and 5 high school). Thereis currently excess capacity at
Harpeth Vdley Elementary, Belevue Middle School, Hillwood High School to
accommodate new development in this area.



21. Zone Change Proposal No. 20017-081U-12
Staff recommends approval.

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No.

Thisrequest isto change 3.1 acres a 483 Old Hickory Boulevard and Old
Hickory Boulevard (unnumbered), adjacent to the Kroger shopping center at
Edmondson Pike, from RM9 (resdentid multi-family) to SCC (shopping center
community). The exising RM9 didrict isintended for resdentia multi-family
uses at up to 9 dweling units per acre. The proposed SCC didtrict isintended for
commercid, retail, restaurant, and offices within a shopping center complex.

Staff recommends approva of the SCC zoning, asit is consstent with the Subarea
12 Plan’s Retall Community Concentration (RCC) policy. That policy cdlsfor
large shopping centers serving awide market area. The Planning Commisson
previoudy determined in May 1998 that the boundary of the RCC policy wasthe
TVA lines that border this property. That determination occurred with arequest

to rezone this property from R40 and RM9 to OL didtrict in (98Z-075U). The
property owner then requested in December 1998 to have it rezoned back to RM9
digtrict (98Z-197V).

Traffic

The Metro Traffic Engineer has field-checked this property and determined
shrubs along Old Hickory Boulevard will need to be removed for adequate sight
distance. Due to the speed of traffic dong Old Hickory Boulevard and its
curvature in this area, a sight distance of 420 feet is required. The gpplicant has
indicated that since they control the remainder of parce 43 to the wedt, the Site
distance of 420 feet can be accomplished.



22. Zone Change Proposal 20017-084U-07 Sylvan Park Sylvan Heights
Staff recommends approval

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on near by
inter sections and neighbor hoods? No

This reques, initiated by Councilman Summers, isto change approximately 51 acres,
containing 320 parcds, from R6 (single-family and duplex residentid) to RS7.5
digrict (3ngle-family resdentid) and approximately 25 acres from R6 to RS5
(gngle-family resdentid). The existing R6 didrict isintended for 6.2 dwelling units
per acre. RS7.5 didrict permits 4.9 dwelling units per acre. RS5 permits 7.4 dwelling
units per acre. RS7.5 and RSS prohibit duplexes, while R6 permits duplexes.

This rezoning application arose from neighborhood residents' concern that the
exiging zoning alows congruction of new duplex units on lots previoudy single-
family or vacant. When Metro Council adopted the Zoning Ordinance that became
effective January 1, 1998, much of the Sylvan Park neighborhood was rezoned to the
newly established RS7.5 district and much of Sylvan Helghts was rezoned to the
newly established RS didrict. The R6 zoning was retained for the areainvolved in
this zone change, which alowed congtruction of new duplexes and alowed the
exiding duplexes to remain as conforming uses.

For the areain Sylvan Heights (going from R6 to RS5), the proposed zoning matches
the zoning surrounding the area to the west and north. The CSX Railroad isanatura
boundary between the proposed RS7.5 and RS5 didtricts. Mogt of the lots exceed the
requirement for RS7.5.

The Subarea 7 Plan designates this areawith the Residentia Medium density policy
(RM) cdling for 4 to 9 dwdling units per acre. While RM can include a variety of
housing types, the intent expressed in the plan is to preserve the character of the area.
The plan cdlsfor future zoning decisons to maintain the existing densties and
predominant housing types. Duplexes currently make up 15 percent of the resdentia
dwdlings within the boundaries of the Sylvan Park and Sylvan Heights
neighborhoods. Some aress, especidly the section of Sylvan Heights, include larger
percentages of duplexes (50 percent). The proposal caps the number of duplexes a
the existing number and prohibits new duplexes.

Staff agrees that the duplex percentage should remain at between 15 to 20 percent, as
detailed in the Subarea 7 plan for this area and supports the proposed zone change.
The zone change would implement the Subarea 7 plan’ sintent of preserving
neighborhood character. A diverse mix of housing accommodates a variety of
lifestyles, housing and trangportation dternatives. This zone change maintains that
diversity, but sets a ceiling on the current number of duplexes.



23. Zone Change Proposal 20017-085-07 Sylvan Park 54" Avenue North
Staff recommends approval

Subarea Plan Amendment required? No.

Trafficimpact study required to analyze project impacts on nearby
inter sections and neighborhoods? No

This request, initiated by Councilman Summers, isto change 31 parcelson
approximately 32 acres from R6 (single-family and duplex resdentid) to RS7.5
district (Sngle-family residentia) on the west side of 54™" Avenue North. The
exiging R6 didtrict isintended for 6.2 dwelling units per acre, whilethe RS.7.5
digtrict permits 4.9 dwelling units per acre. RS7.5 prohibits duplexes, while R6
permits duplexes. The property east of 54" Avenue North is zoned RS7.5.

This rezoning application arose from neighborhood residents' concern that the
exiging zoning alows congruction of new duplex units on lots previoudy single-
family or vacant. When Metro Council adopted the Zoning Ordinance that
became effective January 1, 1998, much of the Sylvan Park neighborhood was
rezoned to the newly established RS7.5 didtrict. The R6 zoning was retained for
the area involved in this zone change, which alowed congruction of new
duplexes and dlowed the existing duplexes to remain as conforming uses.

The Subarea 7 plan designates this area with the Residentiad Medium density
policy (RM) cdling for 4 to 9 dwdling units per acre. While RM canincdlude a
variety of housing types, the intent expressed in the plan isto preserve the
character of the area. The plan calls for future zoning decisons to maintain the
exigting dengties and predominant housing types Duplexes currently make up 15
percent of the resdentid dwelings within the boundaries of the Sylvan Park and
Sylvan Heights neighborhoods. The proposal caps the number of duplexes at the
existing number and prohibits new duplexes.

Staff agrees that the duplex percentage should remain between 15 to 20 percent,
as detailed in the Subarea 7 Plan for this area and supports the proposed zone
change. The zone change would implement the Subarea 7 plan’ sintent of
preserving neighborhood character. A diverse mix of housing accommodates a
vaiety of lifestyles, housing and transportation dternatives. This zone change
maintains that diverdty, but sets a ceiling on the current number of duplexes.



24. Subdivison Proposal 2001S-139U-11 Sharpell Subdivision, Resubdivision
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to arevised plat prior to plat
recordation and abond for demolition of the garage.

This request was deferred from the May 10, 2001 Planning Commission meeting
50 the gpplicant could redesign thelots. Thisrequest isfor preiminary and find
plat approva to subdivide one lot into two lots at the northeast corner of Imperid
Drive and South Lyle Lane. The gpplicant is now proposing to leave an existing
house on lot 1 and demoalish the exigting garage on lot 2. Previoudy, the
gpplicant had proposed keeping the garage on lot 2, which violated the Zoning
Ordinance, since an accessory use (garage) cannot be the principal use of a
resdentia lot. Thisplat proposes adendty of 2.5 dwelling units per acre whichis
less than the 3.7 dwelling units per acre permitted by the R10 digtrict.

Staff recommends conditional gpprova subject to a bond for demalition of the
garageon lot 2. In addition, arevised plat is needed showing the existing home
with a Sde setback of 5 feet from the common property linelot 1 shareswith lot

2, asrequired by the Zoning Ordinance. Thisrevised plat is needed prior to plat
recordation.



25. Subdivison Proposal 2001S-180U-03 Creekside Subdivision
Staff recommends conditional approval with avariance to the greenway buffer.

Thisitem was deferred at the June 27, 2001 Planning Commission meeting. This
request isfor preiminary plat gpprova for acluster lot subdivision containing 45
lots located on gpproximately 17 acres abutting the east margin of BuenaViga
Pikein the RS15 didtrict. The gpplicant proposes a cluster ot subdivison with a
minimum lot sze of 7,500 square feet. The proposed dengity is gpproximately 2.6
dwelling units per acre with 30 percent of the Ste in permanent open space (5.8
acres). 1n 1999, the Planning Commission approved a preliminary plat for 41 lots
on this same property (99S-177U). The approved plat expired on April 1, 2001.

Design - Greenway

Given this property’ s flatness and location adjacent to Whites Creek, asignificant
portion of the property is encumbered by floodway and floodplain. Much of that
land isdso part of the Greenways Master Plan. Because the property is part of
the Greenways Master Plan, it is anticipated to be included in afuture Greenway
Overlay Didrict (as defined by the Zoning Ordinance). The applicant has
proposed 5.8 acres within an open space easement that will include a future
greenway trail. The Zoning Ordinance requires the gpplicant provide only

2.5 acres. Since the gpplicant is proposing an extra 3.2 acres, the Zoning
Ordinance alows for a 25% dengty bonus. The density bonusis caculated on
the open space area and increases the total 1ot count from 41 to 45 lots.

Typicdly, the greenway trail islocated on the edge of the floodway, in this case,
this property is so flat, much of it is encumbered by the floodway. The
Subdivison Regulations requirea 75’ buffer for the greenway trail. Dueto the
gte' stopography, staff recommends a variance to thisregulation. The 10 foot
greenway trall is proposed within the floodway so it can run dong the creek. If
the trail were actudly included within the required 75’ buffer at the floodway’s
fringe, it would be anywhere from 240 to 260 feet away from the creek. Thetrail
will be congtructed by Metro Government at some point in the future.

Design—Lots

The regulations require lots fronting a street on the perimeter of a clugter lot
subdivison to be aminimum of 90 percent of the lot Sze required by the
underlying zoning digtrict. The intent of the provison isto ensure that new
development across the street from existing devel opment matches the established
pattern. In this case, Buena Vigta Pike isabusy arterid street and achurch, a
non-residentia use, islocated acrossthe street on alarge lot. Whilethe lots are
smdler than provided by the regulations, the Zoning Administrator indicated that
their size could only be increased with the loss of open space dong Whites Creek.
The subdivison to the south, J. C. Smith Jr. (98S-107U), were approved in 1999
with 15,000 square foot lots or larger. This subdivison, however, did not have to
comply with today’ s floodway buffer, sdewak, and greenway requirements
aong White' s Creek. The Creekside subdivision has been designed to comply
with these requirements whereas the J.C. Smith development was not required to
meset these higher standards. These standards did not exist when it was approved.



Access

All lotswill get their access from Buena Vigta Pike off of anew public Street,
Creekgde Drive. Lotsfronting Buena Vista Pike will not have curb cuts dong
that arterid. Instead, they will get their access from an dley located & the rear of
the property that connectsto Creekside Drive and Vista Drive. The rear access
dleyswill dso improve the streetscgpe dong Buena Viga Pike by placing
automobilesin the rear yards of homes facing the street.

Staff recommends conditiona gpprova of the preiminary plat with the following
conditions.

1
2.

A sdewdk dong the frontage of Buena Vista Pike.

The dley north of Creekside Drive be congtructed to the northern boundary to
dlow for future extenson should more properties dong Buena Vista Pike be
subdivided in the future,

Congruct Vigta Drive and the sdewak on its eastern margin to the property
line on the northern boundary (tax map 49, parcd 138.01). Thiswill ensurea
pedestrian path exists to connect the sdewak system within the subdivision to
the future greenway trail.

|dentify the generd location of the greenway trail on the plat with aminimum
trail width of 10 feet. In addition, identify graphicadly with text the trail asa
“Public Access Trail: Future Greenway” on the plat. Also, add a note to the
plat stating that a public accesstrall is planned to be constructed in the future
aong Whites Creek by Metro Government.

Congtruct a pedestrian walkway to ADA standards with a minimum width of
5 feet in the landscape buffer yard on the northern boundary of the property,
adjacent to lot 16. The wakway must extend from Vista Drive to the rear
property line of lot 16. At such time asthe greenway is congtructed in the
future, Metro would connect this pedestrian walkway to the greenway aong
Whites Creek.



26. Subdivison Proposal 2000S-045G-14 Hermitage Hills, Section 7, Resubdivision of
L ot 852 and Reserve Parcel 36
Staff recommends approval subject to avariance for non-radid Iot line.

Thisrequest isfor final plat goprovd to reconfigure one lot and areserve parce
into two lots abutting the northwest margin of Bonnaawn Drive, approximately

95 feet southwest of Jacksonian Drive. When the Hermitage Hills plat was
origindly recorded in 1962, parcel 36 was identified as areserve parce. Reserve
parcels were created in the past with the anticipation that the subdivison would
continue in the future, hence, the reserve parcd would become larger when land
areawas added. In theintervening 40 years, nothing has occurred on the

adjoining property (parcel 52).

The reserve parce contains 11,384 square feet which exceeds the RS10 didtrict’s
minimum lot Sze of 10,000 square feet. A smdl house could be congtructed on
the property measuring 42 feet by 24 feet with afootprint of 1,050 square feet.
The street setback from Bonnalawn Drive will be 41 feet, matching the adjacent
home on parcd 35. Previoudy, the Planning Commission gpproved converting
this reserve parcd into asingle-family lot in 1989 (89S-138U), however, that
approva expired on July 20, 1991.

Staff recommends approvd of thisfind plat subject to a variance for anon-radia
lot line since the parce istriangular. The proposed lot lines are not drawn
perpendicular to the existing Street as required by the Subdivison Regulations.
Lot lines may be drawn differently if the resulting line variation results in a better
dreet or ot plan, asit doesin this case.



27. Subdivision Proposa 2001S-119U-03 West Hamilton Place Subdivision
Staff recommends approval subject to bonds for the extension of roads,
Sdewaks and utilities.

Thisrequest isfor find plat gpprova to create 18 cluster lots abutting the
northwest margin of West Hamilton Road, approximately 300 feet southwest of
Pheasant Drive. The Planning Commission approved the preliminary plat on
April 12, 2001. The proposed plat conforms substantidly to the approved
preliminary plat. Metro Water and Sewer Services will provide water and sewer
sarvice. Staff recommends conditiona approval subject to bonds for the
extenson of roads, Sdewalks, and utilities.



28. Subdivison Proposal 2001S-140G-04 Dillard Property (formerly M argar et Heights
Subdivision)

Staff recommends approval.

Thisrequest isfor find plat approva to create four lots dong the south margin of
Hudson Road, east of Pennington Bend Road. All four lots comply with the
preliminary plat approved by the Planning Commisson on May 10, 2001. Lot #4
was granted a variance for maximum lot sze. Staff recommends approvd asthis
plat complies with the preliminary plat (2001S-140G-04) approved by the
Panning Commission on May 10, 2001.



29. Subdivision Proposal 2001S-186G-02 Chesapeake Subdivision, Phase 1, Section 6
Staff recommends approval subject to bonds for the extension of roads,
gdewaks, and utilities.

This request was deferred by the gpplicant from the June 27, 2001 meeting in
order for Public Works to establish a bond amount for roads and sdewaks. The
request isfor final plat approval to create 33 lots on 7.56 acres abutting the south
termini of Woodstock Drive and Moorewood Drive, approximately 270 feet east
of Gwen Drive within the R8 Didtrict. The Planning Commission gpproved the
preliminary plat on April 26, 2001. The plat includes a stub-out sireet to the west.
The Planning Commission directed saff to congder other dternatives for this
stub-out upon gpproving the priminary plat. After further examination, staff
believes extending the street to the property line provides the best devel opment
dterndtive.

Staff recommends approval subject to approval of the construction drawings by
Public Works, prior to the Planning Commission meeting. Bonds are dso
required for the extension of roads, sdewalks, and utilities.



30. Subdivision Proposal 2001S-187U-14 Merry Oaks, Section 4, Resubdivision of
Lot 14
Staff recommends approval subject to arevised plat prior to the Planning
Commisson mesting.

Thisrequest isfor preliminary plat gpprova of two sngle-family lotslocated on
.73 acres on McGavock Pike, across the street from McGavock Elementary
School. The gpplicant is wanting to subdivide alarger lot into two lots. The
Planning Commission and Metro Council approved the rezoning of this property
from R20 to R10 district in May 2001 (2001Z-029U-14; BL 2001-660).

The Subdivison Regulations require that lots, when subdivided, be comparablein
gze (frontage and area) to lots within 300 feet of the proposed subdivison
boundary. The 300-foot distance includes lots located on the same and opposite
sde of the street. The regulations require that proposed lots have 90 percent of
the average street frontage and contain 75 percent of the square footage of
exigting lots consdered in the comparability andyss. As presented, the applicant
meets comparability for lot Sze, but fails to meet comparakility for lot frontage.

One of the difficulties with this property is the other large lots surrounding it.

They skew the comparability andys's causng these two lots to fall for lot

frontage. When the Planning Commission approved this property (parcel 128) for
R10 zoning, it did so with the understanding that smilarly Stuated properties
aong McGavock Pike would transition to R10 over time. Theat trangtion would
occur since RS10 zoning surrounds this strip of R20 zoning along McGavock
Pike.



31.  Subdivision Proposal 2001S-190U-12 Brentwood Hall
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to abond for extension of public
sawer and fire hydrant ingalation.

Thisrequest isfor ahorizonta property regime to creste a condominium
development containing 14 units. The property islocated at the corner of Old
Hickory Boulevard and Oakes Drive, across the street from American Generdl.
The Planning Commission and Metro Council approved a PUD and zone change
in November 2000 (2000Z-092U-14 & 2000P-006U-12; BL2000-474 and
BL2000-475). On January 4, 2001, the Planning Commission gpproved afina
PUD plan and find plat for this same development. Staff recommends
conditional gpprovd of this plat subject to abond for extension of public sawer
and afire hydrant ingdlation.



32.  Subdivison Proposal 2001S-195U-08 G. W. Harding Subdivision, Resubdivision of
Lots1and 25
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to gpprova from the Department
of Water and Sewerage Services.

Thisfind plat gpprova isto reconfigure two lots abutting the north margin of
Jackson Street and the west margin of 16" Avenue North within the RM20
digrict. Fsk Universty isrequesting thisfind plat for financing purposes. Thear
lender is requiring that various Fisk buildings be platted on separate lots. Staff
recommends conditional approva since the plat meets al Subdivison
Regulations requirements.



33. Subdivision Proposal 2001S-196U-08 McNairy L and of Thomas Harding,
Resubdivision of Part of Lot 1

Staff recommends conditional approval subject to find plat revison prior to plat
recordation.

Thisfind plat goprovd isto subdivide part of onelot into three lots abutting the
south margin of Jefferson Street, between 17" Avenue North and Dr. D. B. Todd
J. Boulevard within the RM20 didtrict. Fisk University is requesting this fina

pla for financing purposes. The university’ s lender is requiring thet various Fisk
buildings be platted on separate lots for financing purposes. Staff recommends
conditiona approva subject to appropriate radius returns and right-of-way
dedications dong Jefferson Street and Dr. D. B. Todd Boulevard are provided, as
requested by Public Works, prior to recordation of the find plat.



34.  Subdivision Proposal 2001S-199G-14 Brookside Woods, Phase 2, Section 5
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to bonds for extension of roads,
sdewaks, and public utilities and arevised plat prior to plat recordation.

Thisfina plat isto create 18 |ots abutting the west terminus of Brookside Woods
Boulevard, gpproximately 150 feet west of Ledie Ann Court within the RS15
digrict. Thelotsare dso located within aPUD. The proposed configuration of
thelots is conggtent with the find PUD plan gpproved by the Planning
Commission in 1996 (95P-030G). A greenway belt easement is shown aong
Stoner Creek varying in width from 80 feet to 130 feet. Access points from the
development to the greenway area are provided. The developer, however, will
not be required to construct any portion of the greenway tralil.

Staff recommends conditional approva subject to arevised plat prior to plat
recordation. This plat needsto show a greenway trail measuring 10 feet within

the areareferenced on the plat as a“proposed green belt”. The green bet needs to
be relabeled as an “ open space conservation easement”. In addition, the applicant
needs to identify grgphicaly with text the trail asa®Public Access Trall: Future
Greenway”. Ladtly, anote needs to be added to the plan stating that a public
accesstrall is planned to be congtructed at some time in the future long Stoner’s
Creek by Metro Government.



35. Subdivison Proposal 2001S-200G-14 Stoners Bend Business Par k, Resubdivision of

Lot 2

Staff recommends conditional approval subject to arevised plat prior to plat
recordation.

Thisrequest isfor find plat gpprova to subdivide one lot into three |ots aoutting
the northwest margin of Stoners Bend Drive, gpproximately 191 feet northeast of
Central Pike. Thefind plat matches the preliminary plat approved by the
Planning Commission on July 8, 1999 (99S-238G). Staff recommends
conditiona gpprova subject to arevised plat showing aSdewak aong Sonters
Bend Drive prior to plat recordation.



36. Subdivison Proposal 2001S-203U-14 Perry Heights, Revision of Lot 15 and Reserve
Parcel A
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to arevised plat prior to plat recordation.

Thisfind plat isto combine aplatted lot and areserve parcd into one lot abutting
the north margin of McKeige Drive, gpproximately 930 feet west of Donelson
Pike within the R10 didtrict. Reserve parcels were created in the past withthe
anticipation that the subdivision would continue in the future, and hence, the
reserve parcel would become larger when land areawas added. The reserve
parce contains a garage to the home on parcel 99. The new lot will total 20,030
square feet and requires no variances to the Subdivison Regulaions.  Staff
recommends gpprova of thisfind plat subject to a 15 foot public utility and
drainage essement being shown aong the property frontage on McKeige Drive,
prior to plat recordation.



37. Subdivision Proposal 2001S-204U-10 Earthgrains Baking Companies, Inc.
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to arevised plat prior to plat
recordation and a bond for sdewalks.

Thisrequest isfor find plat gpprova to consolidate seven lots and two parcels
into one lot within the CS digtrict for Earthgrains Baking Companies, Inc.
(formerly Colonial Baking Company) on Franklin Pike between Hillview Heights
and Inverness Avenues. This property lies within the City of Berry Hill aswell as
Davidson County. Therefore, the applicant will be required to get Berry Hill's
approvd of thisplat prior to recordation. Staff recommends conditiona approval
of this plat subject to arevised plat prior to recordation. The revised plat needs to
show a9 foot right-of-way reservation aong the property’ s entire frontage aong
Franklin Pike and Sdewaks dong the property’ s frontage on Franklin Pike,
Hillview Heights, Elliott Avenue, and Inverness Avenue. In addition,
construction plans must be approved for sdewalk construction by Public Works,
prior to plat recordation.



38. Subdivision Proposal 2001S-210G-14 Villages of L ar chwood, Ph. 2, Sec. 4A
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to arevised plat prior to
recordation and a bond for the extension of roads, sdewaks, and public utilities.

Thisregquest isfor fina plat approva to create three |ots abutting the southeast
terminus of Ftzpatrick Road, dedicating aright-of-way easement to the eastern
edge of parcd 52. Thisplat conformswith the find PUD plan gpproved by the
Panning Commisson on May 24, 2001 (107-81-G-14). The PUD plan and find
plat reflect the Metro Council action in March 2001 to not connect Fitzpatrick
Road and White Pine Drive. These two streetswill terminate with cu-de-sacs
nearly abutting one another. The fina PUD was gpproved subject to the
dedication of right-of-way to the eastern edge of parcel 52, thereby alowing
Metro Government or the devel oper, to congtruct the road connecting Fitzpatrick
Drive with White Pines Drive if it were ever determined to be necessary in the
future. The applicant is showing the additiond right-of-way necessary for the two
cul-de-sacs to connect as a “right-of-way easement”. The Planning Commission
gpproved aright-of-way dedication not an easement. This was the agreement
reached between planning staff and the applicant. Staff recommends conditional
gpprova subject to a bond for the extension of roads, sidewalks, and public
utilities. In addition, arevised plat showing Fitzpatrick Road' s right-of-way asa
continuous extension from the cul-de-sac to the edge of parcel 52 is needed prior
to plat recordation.



39. Subdivison Proposal 2001S-212G-12 Mill Run Subdivision, Phase 2
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to bonds for extenson of roads,
gdewalks, and public utilities and arevised plat prior to recordation.

Thisrequest isfor fina plat gpprova to create 54 |ots aoutting the western
terminus of Bending Creek Drive and the western terminus of Claybrook Lane.
Thisfind plat complies with the preliminary plat approved in August 1999 for

141 lots (99S-028G). Staff recommends conditiona approval subject to bonds for
extenson of roads, sdewaks, and public utilities. The revised plat needs to show
agreenway traill measuring aminimum of 10 feet within the area referenced on

the plat as a* conservation greenway easement”. In addition, the plat needsto
identify grgphicaly, with text, thetrall asa*Public Access Trall: Future
Greenway”. A note aso needs to be added to the plat stating that a future public
accesstral is planned to be condtructed at some time in the future aong Mill
Creek by Metro Government.



40. Subdivision Proposal 2001S-213U-12 Highlands of Brentwood, Phase 3
Staff recommends conditional approval subject to bonds for extension of roads,
gdewdks, and public utilities.

Thisrequest isfor find plat gpprovd to create 43 |ots abutting the southwest
terminus of Brentwood Highlands Drive and the northwest terminus of Timber
Ridge Circle. The property iszoned R10 and iswithin aResdentid PUD. This
plat complieswith the find PUD plan asto layout of lots and streets. Staff
recommends conditional approval of this plat subject to bonds for extension of
roads, sdewalks, and public utilities.



41. PUD Proposal No. 149-69-G-04 River gate Shopping Center
Staff recommends conditional approval including the posting of abond for a
sawer line extenson and asidewak aong Gallatin Pike.

Thisrequest isto revise a portion of the preiminary PUD plan and for find
gpprova of the Commercid (General) PUD district to permit a 3,822 square foot
restaurant and a 5,538 square foot restaurant, replacing a 9,366 square foot
restaurant and a 3,812 square foot restaurant. The Planning Commission
gpproved arevison to the preliminary PUD on March 15, 2001 to alow the
cregtion of these two outparcel restaurants, replacing an area currently containing
excess parking spaces for the mall. The plan maintains one joint access driveway
for the two restaurants with access from the existing loop road around the mall.
No accessis proposed from Gallatin Pike. In order to bring thisSteinto
compliance with the current regulations, sdewalks are required aong the frontage
of Gdlain Pike. Public Works has agreed to use a $13,625 payment in lieu of the
gdewdk snce TDOT will improve Gdlatin Pike with Sdewaks in the future,

The gpplicant will determineif they will use this option prior to the meeting. The
Traffic Engineer has indicated that no off- site traffic improvements will be
required. Staff recommends conditiona approva provided Public Works
approves the drainage plans and sewer capacity is purchased prior to the Planning
Commission meeting. A bond is required for a sewer line extenson and the
sdewdk dong Galatin Pike, should it be build.



42. PUD Proposal No. 9-77-U-12 Food M ax Shopping Center
Staff recommends conditional approval of the PUD and approval of thefind plat.

Thisrequest isto revise the prdiminary plan and for fina approva of the
Commercid (Generd) PUD located at the corner of Old Hickory Boulevard and
Edmondson Pike to subdivide one lot into two lots to alow the owner,
Albertson’s Inc., to sell a portion of the property. There is aso arequest for find
plat approvd to create two lots. There are no changes to the plan other than anew
30-40 foot wide ingress and egress easement from Old Hickory Boulevard to the
new lot on the north. The lot on the north includes the existing Albertson’s
building, while the lot on the south includes severd retall shops. Staff
recommends conditiona gpprova of the PUD and gpprovd of thefind plat
provided Water Services and the Fire Marsha approve the plan prior to the
Panning Commisson meeting.



43. PUD Proposal No. 28-79-G-13 Cambridge Forest
Staff recommends conditional approval with avariance to section 2-4.2D of the
Subdivison Regulaions limiting the maximum lot Sze

This request isto revise a portion of the prdiminary PUD plan, including
variances for lot size, for Phases 4, 5, 6, 7, and 10 to permit 144 single-family
lots, replacing 149 single-family lots. This plan includestwo large lots (lots 194
and 195) that are 2.56 and 1.95 acres, exceeding the R15 base zoning digtrict’s
maximum lot Sze of 45,000 square feet (3 times the base zoning didtrict). This
proposal aso revises severd of the phasing lines. Thefive lotsthat are being
eliminated are in the same area as where the two large lots are proposed. The
gpplicant has indicated the severe topographica conditions on a portion of this
gte would result in peculiar and exceptiond practical difficultiesin developing
this portion of the gte. Furthermore, the portion behind these two lots will remain
permanent open space. Staff would not support any future development on this

portion of the property.

Staff recommends conditiona approva with avariance to the Subdivison
Regulations for maximum lot sze snce it will reduce the amount of grading and
the number of homes to be built on the property with dopes of 20% to 30%. The
plan proposes a private driveway from the end of the cul-de-sac on the eastern
sde of the property, which will require the Department of Public Worksto review
and approve the criticd lot plan at the building permit sage. Staff recommends
conditiona gpprova with variances for ot Size due to the steep topography, and
sance the plan is consstent with the council gpproved plan.



44. PUD Proposal No. 151-79-U-14 Dondlson Health Care
Staff recommends conditional approval.

Thisrequest isto revise the prdiminary PUD plan and for fina approva for a
phase of the Commercid (Generd) PUD didtrict to permit the development of a
18,979 square foot, 17-unit asssted living fadility, replacing 52 undevel oped
gpartment unitsin this phase. The origind plan was gpproved for a 124-bed
nursing home, which exists on another portion of the PUD. The plan proposes a
second access driveway onto McCampbell Avenue to serve the assisted-living
fadility. The Traffic Engineer hasindicated that the traffic generated by the
assisted-living facility does not creste traffic concerns. Staff recommends
conditiond approva provided Public Works approves the drainage plans and
provided sewer capacity is purchased prior to the Planning Commission meeting.



45. PUD Proposal No. 188-84-G-12 Century City South
Staff recommends conditional approval.

This request is to revise a portion of the prdiminary plan and for find gpprova
for a phase of the Commercid/Resdentid Planed Unit Development located
abutting the west margin of Old Hickory Boulevard, southwest of Interstate 24, to
permit the addition of two new restaurants with 5600 square feet, and 1,800
square feet, a 3,600 square foot gas/convenience market, and a 43,000 square
foot, 93-room hotd. The proposed additions are located on the south portion of
the PUD a the entrance on Old Hickory Boulevard. There was previoudy no
development plan for this portion of the PUD, other than the access road into the
PUD. Although these additions bring the tota square footage of the PUD to
1,102,200 square feet, it does not increase the square footage by more than 10%
of what was last agpproved by the Metro Council. The remainder of the
undeveloped PUD will «ill condst of 1,048,000 square feet of retal, restaurant,
hotdl, office and 1,974 resdentid units Staff recommends conditional gpproval
provided Public Works approves the drainage plans and sewer cepacity is
purchased prior to the Planning Commission mesting.



46. PUD Proposal No. 27-87-P-03 Creekside Trails, Phasel |
Staff recommends conditional approval for the PUD and approval for thefind
plat subject to the posting of abond for infrastructure improvements.

Thisrequest isto revise the prdiminary plan and for find gpprovad for Phase 11 of
the Resdentid PUD didtrict to permit the development of 25 single-family lots
Thereisadso afind plat for these 25 lots. The overdl PUD plan is approved for
324 angle-family lots within 11 phases, while this request does not change the lot
configuration from what was gpproved on the preliminary PUD plan. Within
Phase 2, 4 of the 25 lots have been designated as critical |ots due to dopes greater
than 15%. Theselotswill require additiond review by the Planning Commission
and Public Works gtaff prior to the issuance of any grading permits. Although the
Treffic Engineer is requiring severd off-ste road improvements with this PUD,
they do not begin until Phaselll. Staff recommends conditiona approval
provided that Public Works approves the drainage and grading plans.

Road Improvements

Prior to or in conjunction with any find PUD plan triggering the road
improvements, the gpplicant will submit congtruction plans for the improvements.
The off-gte improvements have been reviewed and approved by the Traffic
Engineer based on atraffic impact study and meetings with the gpplicant. The
improvements incdlude a left-turn lane on Eaton’s Creek Road at the entrance to
the project, aleft-turn lane on Ashland City Highway at a future phase, widening
of Cato Road in front of Cumberland Elementary School at a future phase, and
replacement of a drainage structure beneath Cato Road at a future phase.



47. PUD Proposal No. 75-87-P-14 River Glen Subdivision
Staff recommends conditional approval.

Thisrequest isto revise aportion of the preliminary plan and for fina grading for
aportion of the Resdential PUD didtrict located at the western end of Lock Two
Road, to permit the development of 182 single-family lots, replacing 197
resdentid units. The proposed plan maintains the same basic lot configuration
and access locations, with the exception of one cul-de-sac being removed. The
removd of the cul-de-sac resulted intheloss of 15 lots. This plan provides three
public street connections to existing stub-out Streets built in previous phases. The
proposed plan includes internad sidewalks on both sides of the street and a
sdewak dong a portion of Lock Two Road that will connect this development to
Lock Two Park at the northern end of theroad. Sincethereisasevere grade
difference between the development area and Lock Two Road, a pedestrian bridge
will be built by the developer in Phase 6 to provide a pedestrian connection to the
sdewak on Lock Two Road. Staff recommends conditiona approval provided
Public Works approves the grading and drainage plans and water services
gpproves the plan prior to the Planning Commission meeting.

Traffic

A traffic impact study (TIS) was prepared for this revison andyzing the project
entrances and the intersection of Lock Two Road and Pennington Bend Road.
The TIS concludes that this intersection will operate acceptably without new turn
lanes or atraffic sgna. However, the TIS recommends that Pennington Bend
Road and Lock Two Road be restriped to designate travel lanes, as well as a stop
bar on Lock Two Road to accommodate the “ skewed” intersection.



48. PUD Proposal No. 97P-029G-06 Bellevue Properties
Staff recommends conditional approval.

This request isto revise aportion of the preliminary plan and for fina approva
for a portion of the Residential PUD didtrict to permit the development of 24
angle-family lots, replacing 20 undeveloped single-family lots. Thisisnot an
amendment that needs to go to council since 35 single-family lots were gpproved
on the council approved plan originaly. The gpplicant has indicated that multiple
s0il samples were done to reandyze this portion of the dte. Thisandysis
indicated that the soils would be suitable building stes for the 4 additiond lots.
However, due to very steep dopes, al 24 |ots have been designated as critica
lots. Thismeanstha before abuilding permit isissued for any lot, an individua
gte plan for each lot shall be submitted for review and approva by the Planning
Commission and Public Works Department to show that each building footprint
will be designed appropriately and each lot will drain properly. Steff
recommends conditional approva provided Public Works approves the drainage
plans and sewer capacity is purchased prior to the Planning Commission meeting.



49. PUD Proposal No. 2001P-005U-12 Residence I|nn by Marriott at M urphy Road
Staff recommends conditional approval.

Thisrequest isto revise the preliminary and for final approva for a PUD located
aong the south sde of Murphy Road and the east Sde of Murphy Court to permit
the development of a 90,439 square foot, 128 room, 6-tory hotel, replacing an
89,507 sguare foot, 123 room, 6-gory hotd. The Planning Commission and
Metro Council approved arezoning request and the preliminary PUD earlier this
year. Although thereis a dight increase in square footage, it does not exceed
10% of what was approved by Council. Staff recommends conditional approval
provided Public Works approves the drainage plans prior to the Planning
Commission meeting and provided arevised landscaping plan is submitted.

This plan was designed and intended to meet the goa's of the Urban Zoning
Overlay (UZO) didrict. Thebuilding islocated close to Murphy Road and
Murphy Court, while locating the parking in the rear to create a more urban,
pedestrian-friendly design. There is an access driveway from Murphy Road and
one from the dley on the east Sde of the dte. This design will bring the driveway
through and under the building for a centrdized drop-off point, with parking in
therear. This building location will help to foster amore urban, less suburban,
design that will promote pededtrian traffic a the front of the building.

ThIS plan meets &l of the condittions of the preliminary gpproval, as listed below:
Any future revisions to the hotel plan may not increase the Floor Area Ratio (FAR)
or building height over that approved on this preliminary PUD plan (1.74 FAR,
while ORI alows an FAR of up to 3.0)-- this plan proposes an FAR of 1.45; and 6-
gtories in height---this plan proposes a height of 6-stories, while this site could be
developed at up to 10 stories under ORI);
Any future use other than the hotel in the ORI didtrict shal be limited to a.75 FAR
and consistent with the Urban Zoning Overlay goals and intent.
A PUD amendment, requiring Council action, shal be required if any use is added
to this site that would create an FAR of greater than 1.74 for the entire site;
At aminimum, the fagade of the hotel structure shall be red brick on the first-floor,
including the rear and al sides of the building at the first-floor leve;
One double-faced, ground mounted sign, not exceeding 6-feet in total height and 30
square feet in sign areg, shal be permitted on Murphy Road. The sign shall be
supported by a solid base of brick. The brick shall be of the same color used on the
hotel structure’'s fagade as provided above;
Two wall-mounted signs shall be permitted on the building’ s fagades. No pole-
mounted sign(s) shall be permitted anywhere within the boundary of the PUD.

This PUD will aso be conditioned that the find plat show a 12 foot public right-
of-way dedication dong Murphy Road to accommodate a future right turn lane
onto West End Avenue, and to dedicate an additional 5-feet to widen the existing
dley on the east 9de of thisSite.



50. Mandatory Referral Proposal 2001M -059U-09
Staff recommends approval.

Thisrequest isfor an aeria encroachment for two awnings. The two canvas
awnings will beinstalled at 124 12" Avenue North for Faison's restaurant. The
two awnings will each measure 3 8" in height and 13" in width, projecting over
the public sdewak 3' and measuring 9' above the sidewalk. A standard and nor+
visble method will be used to mount these awnings. Staff recommends approva
since dl agencies and departments have reviewed and approved this
encroachmen.



51. Mandatory Referral Proposal 2001M -062-13
Staff recommends approval.

Thisrequest isfor Metro Water Servicesto acquirea 20’ sewer line easement
running 740" for the Dell Sewer System (99-SL-137) on tax map 120, parcd 157.
Staff recommends approva since dl agencies and departments have reviewed and
approved this acquigtion.



52. Mandatory Referral Proposal 2001M -063U-03
Staff recommends approval subject to the submission of the signature to abandon
the aley by the abutting property owner located at parcel 72, Tax Map 60

Thisrequest isto close Alley #1088 between Brick Church Pike and itsterminus
at tax map 60, parcel 72. All easements are to be abandoned. Thedley islocated
a the rear of properties on the north margin of Haynie Avenue. Thisdley isnot
needed for traffic circulation or other services. All of the abutting property

owners, except one, has Sgned the application to close thisdley. None of those
owners will be landlocked by the proposed closure. One remaining signature is
needed from the property owner of tax map 60, parcel 72. That property is owned
by P.H.P. Minigries, Inc. Trustee. Staff contacted Rev. Stout who isa
representative of P.H.P. Ministries and he indicated awillingnessto sign the
goplication. Staff recommends approval subject to the applicant getting the

owner’ ssgnature of parcd 72, prior to the Planning Commission meeting.



53. Mandatory Referral Proposal 2001M -064G-04
Staff recommends approval subject to NES approval.

Thisrequest isto close Alley #1404 which runs approximately 776 from Galatin
Piketo Scoot Avenue. All easements are to be abandoned. The dley isnot
needed for traffic circulation or other services. All abutting property owners have
sgned the gpplication to close thisaley. Nonewill be landlocked by the closure.
Staff recommends approvd of the dley’s closure subject to NES' gpprovd. All
other agencies and departments have approved this request.



54. Mandatory Referral Proposal 2001M -066U-08 (Council Bill BL2001-755)
Staff recommends approval

This council bill isto transfer aportion of property (.067 acres) zoned R6 within
Boyd Park from Metro Government to MDHA. The Metro Park Board approved
thistransfer of property at its meeting on June 5, 2001. Thistransfer is needed to
rectify the fact that a portion of the Preston Taylor Community Center encroaches
onto this property. Staff recommends gpprova of thistransfer snce dl reviewing
agencies and departments have recommended approval.



55. Mandatory Referral Proposal 2001M -069G-14
Staff recommends approval.

Thisrequest isto rename an unbuilt portion of Chandler Road between Dodson
Chapel Road and Centra Piketo “Dodson Chapel Lane”. It was decided after
conferring with Public Works that closing the unbuilt portion of Chandler Road
that lies between Centra Pike and Dodson Chapel Road was not in the best
interest of the public (2001M-048G-14). It was discovered that the name
Chandler Road, which dso exigsin Hermitage by Tulip Grove Road, might cause
confuson. In acooperative effort, the Planning Department and the Public
Works Department now suggest that changing the name to Dodson Chapel Lane
isthe best solution.



